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THE GRADUATES OF TRANSYLVANIA REFUTED AND 
THE ‘CITIZEN, SUPPORTED. 


_ The allegations made against the President of the Transylvania Uni- 
versity by a “Citizen” and republished in the Pamphleteer have called 
forth the strenuous exertions of his friends to repel thera. The ‘Senior 
Class’ of the present session, or a part of jt, tho’ entirely ignorant of the 
facts upon which the allegations were founded, came forward and bold- 
ly asserted that they were ‘false and entirely without foundation.” It 
being discovered that they had committed themselves,& that their asser- 
tions answered no purpose unless to expose their ignoratice and effront- 
ery,a second recruit was with great difficulty raised from the last three 
Scnior Classes, and as they are supposed to have knowledge of the facts 
upon which the allegations are founded, their declarations appear to be 
taken for good and validtestimony: But we object against their com- 
petency as witnesses in the case, for the same reasons, in part, for which 
we objected to the ‘Senior Class’ of the present session, notwithstanding 
their names are so modestly ladened with all the University honors and 
pompous titles with which they would overwhelm their plain illiterate 
opponents. Asthey were fully anticipated in the last number of the 
Pamphleteer before it was known they were coming forward, and as 
nothing more appropriate can now be offered, we refer the reader to 
that No. pages 15,16. , a he ae 
_. These reinarks apply in all their force and extent to the graduates of 
the three last sessions who have endeavored to support the Sexiors of 
the present. If some of them have been raised in the Presbyterian 
Church it is a pity that they ‘should have deserted it, and have enlisted 
under the united banner of Socinus, Lord Herbert, Blount, tc, &c. 
We know that those Graduates in the same classes, who were raised 
in the Presbyterian church, and have zor deserted it, give different tes- 
timony, and some of them onthe spot declined signing the late address 
because it was not correct. The authors of it complain that the Pam- 
phleteer has calumniated and impeached their morals, and this they 
repel with much asperity, On this point, the remarks given in the pre- 

ceding extract may exculpate us from the heavy charge, or at least 
make it light equally on the heads of the Trustees of the University and 
members of the Legislature. As the Pamphleteer, however, never 
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charged universal dereliction of morals and clese study upon the alumni 
ef Transylvania, and as it is well known that this was not done by the 
Trustees, and that seyerals have come through the course with fair 
characters, would it not have been a more prudent measure, with those, 
who appear hurt, to have come forward with certificates, that they were | 
close, diligent students, free of the prevalent vices, and never seen at 
the Card and Billiard table—at the Theatre, Ball-rowem, or Racefield? ' ’ 
This would have been to the point—it would have been quite satisfac- 

tory to us, and honorable to themselves. They have thought proper to 

pursue a different course; and have not only,come forward as witnesses \ | 
for their own exculpation, and their prime leader, but also as our accu- 

sersand judges. In this probably few will commend either their mo- , 

desty, ot discretion, before we have done. As young menare generally ‘ 


not overstocked with discretion, and as this adventure may be, and pro- » | 
bably ought to be, considered more their misfortune than their fault, we \ f 
shall make but a few more strictures, and then adduce some of the i 


facts furnished by other graduates, and from other quarters, in support 
of the allegations made against the President of Transylvania. 


In order, we presume, to give weight to their declarations, they, in + 68 
the commencement say, “we have always felt the warmest veneration 
for religion.” They thus acknowledge that religion is to be venerated. . 


Here we agree. They add “ and notwithstanding the assertion of the 
‘Citizen’ to the contrary, we can honestly say, that so far as our relations 
with Mr. Holley have extended, we have ever been taught by him to cul- 
tivate and cherish that feeling,” This sounds well; and may we not ex- 
pect now from “ the warmest veneration for religion,” cultivated and 
cherished, by a learned anc reverend President of a University for 
years, some decided acts of veneration? May we not calculate on find- 
ing it glow ing, and breaking forth in an open avowal of submission and 
obedience—in honoring its author by a profession of his name and a par- 
ticipation ef those ordinances by which his friends are distinguished 
from his enemies? Will not the warmest veneration for religion, culti- 
vated and cherished influence its subjects to attend regularly upon her 
services particularly in her temples one day in seven? Most certainly. 
We would now ask if those graduates who /rofess so weil have and do 
thus support their profession? We may how ever be labouring under 
misapprehensions respecting the religion which they had in view. True 
religion we are taught to think shows itself both by words and deeds; 
by professions and a consistent course of actions.. The !anguage, how- 
ever, of the graduates throughout their production, excites strong sus- 
Picions that they view religion differently. We scarcely know how to 
affix any meaning to the “creedof Sectarianism!”’ It shows one thing, 
that they are endeavoring to imitate their President, and that they have 
hot yét attained to accuracy; he would more correctly, after his manner, 
have said, the creed ofa sect, or Sectarian creeds. The religion, the 
principles of which they say they have been taught, is “liberal and ex- 
alted”—hurls no anatehmas against those who do not follow its tenets, 
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but opens a paradise to the rood man of every country and every reli- 
gion. This farther shows that, they are imitators of their President, 
and thath@ and ‘Ultor’ teaches the same Infidel, and Socinian senti- 
ments. Their religion is ‘liberal,’ and what is the implied inference? 
that the religion of others is illideral; and yet they throw out no anathes 
mas. Their religion is liseral—how liberal? Why, it gives liberty to 
its votaries to be irreligious—to run the round of all the fashionable vi- 
ces, and to scoff at, and ridicule those who will not follow but reprove 
them—it lays no tax of self denial, or of religious services; and it 
opens a sensual Paradise for the good Muselman—a literary Paradise 
for the learned; and turns out Presbyterians, and all conscientious, con- 
sistent, moral christians. to seek refuge among bigots, intolerants, and 
those who are “ fit but for the Inquisition.” Andas for the authors of 
the Pamphieteer this liberal religion consigns them to 

But itisan “exalted religion”—how? If we go again tothe practical 
comments of its votaries we will learn, that itis either so exalted in its 
precepts that they can never reach them, or that it exalts them above all 
ordinary religious and moral obligations. such as plain honest christians 
cherish and endeavor to exhibit in their daily conduct. Once more-—this 
exalted religion, taught the ‘Graduates’ by their President, “hurls not 
its anathemas against all who are unfortunate enough not to follow its 
tenets.” From this we learnthat it is not the religion of the Bible, 
which says with respect to its tenets, ‘‘He that believeth shall be sav- 
ed and he that believeth not shall be damned,—Cursed is every one that 
continucth not in all things written in the book of the law to them—-i 
any man Jove not the Lord Jesus Christ Jet bim be anathema, marah~- 
atha.” Now if anti-scriptural, if infidel and Socinian principles be de- 
leterious such have been inculcated by Dr. H. and imbibed by his stu- 
dents, netwithstanding they would be thought ignorant of these princi- 
ples. This will be made more evident in the sequel. 

Ia the defence of those ‘Graduates’ in behalf of the President, they 
are as unsuccessful and unhappy as in the defence of themselves. In 
one sentence they assert one thing andin the next contradict it, Thus, 
speaking of Dr, H’s principles they assert that they are a matter be- 





tween himseif and his God, and for which he is to account to none but | 


heaven; and in the next sentence they say “It is true that Mr. Holley 
expresses with freedom and boldness his sentimenis on religious sub- 
jects.” Has hethe art of expressing his sentiments to his students 
and of keeping his principles between himselfand his God? Supposing 
his students hear him express with freedom, boldness, and probably with 
eloquence, his sentiments on religious subjects; and supposing these 
sentiments are made up from infidel, louse, irreligious principles, such 
as are congenial to the depraved and lawless propensities of youth, and 
are gladly received and carried forth into the civil and christian com- 
munity, there tu spread and undermine al! morality and genuine religion, 
is he to account to none but heaven? and are his principles between 
himself and hisGod? It is one of our republican principles that all pub- 
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lic officers are accountable to the people, for themanner they acquit 
themselves. The President of a University belonging to the people, 
must in a course of metaphysics and moral philosophy teackgheology. 
He isnot merely a civil officer, bound to keep his religious principles 
between himselfand his God—he must inculcate these principles upon 
his students and they and the community must be affected by them. 
Dr. Holley is faithful and diligent, or is free and do/d in this part of his 
office,and yet accountable to none but heaven! Corruptsthe moral 
and religious principles of youth and yet accountable to none but heav- 
en! Spreads a pestilence thro’ the community, and yet accountable to 
none but heaven! Verily he & his pupilshave got an exalted religion; 
and hence so indignant because we have presumed to reach them, and 
treat them as accountable. The simple question at issue is not whether 
the Presidents of Universities and Collefres shall be entirely silent, or 
perfectly neutral in religion, but whether they shall teach christian or 
deistical principles. The one or other must be taught, or metaphysics 
and moral philosophy be thrown out asbranches of science. Deism 
unmasked has become unpopular. A mask is therefore put on, and the 
question, I repeat it, is not, whether silence, or perfect neutrality in re- 
ligion shall be observed, but whether infidelity, or christianity shall pre- 
vail. Allthe cry about Sectarianism, bigotry, and intolerance, would 
cease if we would become Socinians, and infidels, and help to crush ge- 
nuine christianity. 

The ‘graduates’ give us their delief, after their contradictory and 
absurd declarations respecting Mr. Holley’s principles—* nor can we 
believe for a moment that Mr. Holley’s principles are dangerous and 
immoral in theirtendency.” He has succeeded then, in his attempts 
to instil them into those graduates. 

The next inaccuracy of those graduates which we will notice is this: 
after stating the charges made against the President, they intimate 
that we called on the graduates of Transylvania University to atiest 
the truth of the charges, © We did not call upon the graduates in gen- 
eral, nor upon the irreligious, those implicated, and who had drunk in, 
as pure, living water, the deleterioug sentiments of Dr. H. bat we re- 
fered “to the sober and religious students, who had attended his lec- 
tures.” And facts from these we shall soon produce, 

Those graduates acknowledge that “the President of Transylva- 
nia‘University has occasionally attended the theatre and ball-room; 
they have seen him there. Here is an open acknowledgement that the 
students and President go together to those places. But they vouch, 
“that his conduct at those places has been uniformly that of dignity 
and decorum!” A reyerend clergyman conducting with dignity and 
decorum at the Theatre and ball-room, uniformly! Whata “ liberal 
and exalted religion” ~Your ministets conduct uniformly with dignity 
and decorum at the theatre and ball-room! ' How transcendantly dig- 
nified and heavenly must they be in the pulpit! It is hoped that these 
graduates will continue writing, as every paragraph appears destined. 
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to develope their own sentiments and character, as well ag the char- 
acter of Mr. H. 

The following facts furnished in part by graduates will enable the 
public to judge whether the allegations against President Holley are 
well founded, or “false and entirely without foundation; as falee as the 
kiss by which Judas betrayed his master!” shall give theminthe ve- 
ry worde of those who transferred them tome. 

“Mr. Holley took frequent opportunity of ridiculing the doctrine of 
humao depravity, and of calumniating those who were so fuolish aud 
igoorant as to advocate it. Speaking one morning upon this doctrine, 
he said he would illustrate his meaning by an anecdote. ‘One of those 
men, (a believer of the above doctrine,) and a Quaker put up at the 
same public house for the purpose of lodging all night. After supper, 
they were both shown into the same room in which to rest, and as was 
his custom, the former knelt beside his bed and commenced saying his 
prayers, in which he repeatedly confessed himself a sinner, deserving 
God's punishment, &c. After he had finished, the Quaker took his hat 
forthe purpose of retiring; are not you to rest with me to night said 
the religious man tothe Quaker? Nosir, answered he, I cannot sleep 
with such a scoundrel as thou confessest thyself to be.’ 

“ Again, it happened one morning that some debate arose between 
Mr. Holley and one of the studeots. a member of the church,concerning 
the real personage of the Devi! ; Mr. H. contending that he was only 
a personification. We would be doi: g injustice to Mr. H. were we to 
attempt toj describe the ridicule he used on this occasion. Suflice it to 
say that he literally convulse.! the room with laughter, and that too at 
the expease of one of the members of the class. 4 

“In the same manner has Mr. HH. ridiculed the idea that God was 
really six days creating the wurid, and that he rested the seventh, 
&c. &c.” 

“ One word more cancerning Mr. Holley. As it respects his mor- 
ality, leaving religion out of the question, itis yery loose and danger; 
ous. Mr. H. one day speaking of the passions to the class, made use 
of the following language. ‘ Youog gentlemen, whatever you fiud 
within you, cherish it, for itis a part of your nature—restrain it not.” 
These are some of the facts concerning Mr. H. in his recitation room 
—make what use you choose of them. Ii they are controverted, you 
can give your authority.” 

These facts are furnished from one eession—similar from other stu- 
dents of other sessions could be given, and even from the most respect- 
able of the present eession, but we deem it uoneéessary. It is presumed 
that the President, unless now put upon his guard, would as a matter 
10 course, deliver the same sentiments with nearly the same !liusira- 
tions to the successive classes. 

In the preceding statements we have a distinguishing doctrine of our 


_ holy religion ridiculed—we have a profane anecdote applied to rep- 
_ der prayer, such as David, Solomon, Ezra, Nehemiah, Danict, and all 
i. i i ‘ éu . . 
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the children of God, have, and stil' use, and which is a divine ordi- 
nance, aa idle and Indicrous exercis.. We have the holy scriptures, 
ip two important historical matters of fact, denied as true, and one of 
them jested on, and rendered per'ectly ludicrous, and this at the ex- 

ense of areligious student, who must have had his feelings tortured 
an the extreme. All this, however, was no doubt very amusing to 
those students who tellus “that they havealways cherished the warm- 
est veneration for religion.” 

We have also a specimen of President flolley as a moral Lecturer— 
“Young gentlemen, whatever you find within you cherish it, for it is a 
part of your nature—restraip it not.” This is spoken in reference to 
the passions; asd was admirably calculated to please those who found 
within them a strong passion for gaming, for the ball-room, for playa, 
and for , bat who notwithstanding always cherished the warmest 
veneration for religion! How could the sober and religious students 
draw any other legitimate conclusion than that Mr. H was an infidel 
in disguise—that although a professed minister of the Gosfiel, his frin- 
ciples differ little from those of grossinfidelity? More deleterious pring 
ciples could neverbe incalcated upon youth; and that they were receiv- 
ed with hilarity and reduced to practice by mapy of them, is now ful- 
ly and notoriously manifested. 

The ‘ Citizen’ did not refer to the students for proof of the first al, 
legation, viz: “does he not degrade the Saviour of the world to the 
level of a Socrates, a Plato, and a Zoroaster.” Little, however would 
be hazarded in appealing to them for expressions of Mr. HH. which 
would substantiate the charge. That Jesus Christ is a mere man is 
one majn article of Mr. Holley’s creed. And ina public sermon deliv- 
ered since he came to the west, he held up Socrates, Plato, Zoroaster, 
and Jesus Christ in the same rank. Such is also the import of some 
pf his sentiments in a discourse on the death of Col. Jaues Morrison, 
and inthe Zransylvania Thesis defended by ‘Ultor,’ (alias Mr. H.) and 
proven to be infidel and Socinian by Ultor-inulius. ' 

Take another communication. ~ ; 

“ It is alledged in the Painphleteer, that Mr. Holley is in the habit of 
turning into ridicule the distinguishing doctrines of our holy religion, 
‘This has been denied, but I attended part of Mr. Holley’s course last 
session anc do assert most positively that this allegationis true. 

“Of his ridiculing thedoctrine of human depravity take the following. 
Having ridiculed this doctrine two or three times without interruption 
he attacked it more severely than I had ever heard him, abusing those 
who supported the docfrine, and manitesting no regard for the feelings 
of the young men in the class who believed it, After bearing with him 
sometime, Mr. Bryson, a pious young man, in order to check him, ob- 
served, why Mr. Holley I believe this doctrine. He then moderated a 
little and dropped the subject, as he generally does when any one thus 
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interrupts him. ; 
“It is a doctrine held by christians that in the plan of salvation, Faith 
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and good works are united. This doctrine Mr. Holley often having 
stated to the class, also ridiculed, and treated those who believe in it, as 
illiberally as he did those that believed in the other doctrine already 
mentioned, Ido not give these two instances as the only ones, because 
he has showed his dislike to the doctrines of the scriptures on many oc- 
casions, before the class. A few days agol was in company with a 
graduate of last year, and a gentleman present asked him what he 
thought of the allegations in the Pamphleteer against Mr. Helley? He 
said, he had not read them, bat had seen a piece written by the present 
Senior Class, and observed, that the same could not be said for his 
course last session,” : 

We now produce testimony which has once been before the public, 
and which gave much irritation to Mr. Holley’s friends, but was never 
refuted, It appeared in the Weekly Reeorder, July 1819, and is given 
by an ear witness, and from the notes of those who attended Mr, Hol- 
ley’s preaching, in the chapel of the Universi-y, the preceding sessicn. 

“He (Mr. Holiey) has made, itis thought a bold attack upon the old 
impregnable citadel of christianity itself, not upon any of the outworks 
cast up by Luther, or Calvin, by Episcopalians, Presbyterians, or Bap- 
tists; no; these are beneath the prowess of hisarm. ‘This he has done 
protected by the sanctuary of a black gown, with the Bible in his hand 
and the name of Jesus sometimes on his lips) This he has done or 
three-fourths of the intelligent people of Lexington have been deceived.” 

*’ One of Mr. Holley’s favorite positions is, that God has made the 
sane revelation of himself in the works of creation that he has done in 
the scriptures. Weare warranted in this assertion, because we find 
him at so early a period as in bis inaugural discourse, making a de~ 
mand, which he has in substance, repeated more than once from the 


pulpit. ‘We demand,’ says he, ‘the Jiberty of believing that Goa has 


told the same story in his word and in his works.’ 

“This gentleman, when discoursing from the pulpit has been under- 
stood to say, ‘this (alluding to the material universe) is the text do0ky 
this, (laying his hand upon the Bible) ts the comment, 

“Mr. Holley opens his full battery against mystery. At the meniion 
of Scripture mysteries the orator seemed to catch tire. ‘That man with 
all his powers of reason, of research, of fhilosophy, of fceling, of symp 
thy could submit to be drilled by ignorant Priests, and stupid clergy- 
men into a belief of Scripture mysteries, was more than was to be borne 
with in this age of “ight and lidera.ity, and among n.en of expanded 
views and unbounded charity.” 


“In the pienitude of Mr. Holley’s zeal aginst mystery, has there been 
no attempt to turn the cross cf Christ into ridicule? Has it not been 
heard inthe Chapel of the T. University, ‘Christ and him crucified, 
Christ and him crucified, Christ and him crucified, what intelligence te 
there in that?” 

On these facts the writer comments and shows clearly that Mr. H. 
differs not froin infidels. [i is evident that his sentimenis in the ‘Chap- 
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é],in 1819 were precisely those obnoxious ones held out ifi the Zran- 
sylvania Theses of last year, and supporied by ‘Ultor’ as orthodox; but 
which are satisfactorily shown by ‘Ultor’ inultus’ to be infidel and So- 
cinan. And these extracts discover plainly to us, who ‘Vitor is.’ 

“The following facts were published in the Weekly Recorder, of 


July 30th 1819. 


1 “Sabbath evening parties arc prety frequent at Mr. Holley’s, 
where instrumental music and all kinds of tunes and songs are used for 
the entertainment of the company. Some of our vain young people 
have been obliged to leave the parties as too bad for them. 

2 “Mr. Holley has inthe presence of his class in College, asked a 
student, why he did not get his lessons on the Sabbath day, if he had not 
time to get them on Saturday. | 

3 “Itis well ascertained, there is no such thing as regular family 
worship in the house of Mr. H. | 

4 “ He associetes with none but the most irreligicus men in Lexing- 
ton. | 
5 “The vainest persons speak of him as too irreligious for them.” 

With respect to thé correspondents, tvho furnished the preceding 
pieces, the Editor of the Recorder writes—“In several articles, which 
have been admitted jnto our columns, Mr. H. has been treated with se- 
verity, butiwe trust, not with injustice, The things that have been sta- 
ted as fects, were published on authorities, which were deemed entirely 
satisfactory. We have no hésitation in saying that our correspondents 
are men of integrity; incapable of that deliberate falschood, or intention- 
al misrepresentation with which they have been charged.” 

These statements show us that Mr. H. was in principle and practice 
on the side of intidelity the first session he officiated inthe Transylvania 
University, The next testimony is from the Boston Recorder, and 
shows the charecter he sustained there before he came to the west, and 
when there ona visit. 


“« TRANSYLVANIA UNIVERSITY.” 


Rev. John McFarland, of Paris, Kentucky, proposes to publish a 
series of numbers in the Pamphlet form, upon the present state of things 
in this institution, which he thinks calls loudly for reform. Itis a flour- 
ishing University, having a medical and a law department, liberally 
patronized by the legislature. and collecting every winter between 
four and 500 young men within ils walls. It is said to be under “So- 
cinian influence,” and its President is known in New-England to be a 
scoffer at evangelical sentiments, and vital religion; while the PEOPLE 
of Kentucky who support the institution are not of the same mind.” 

. ‘Boston Recorder. 


Last summer President H. visited the South in all the pomp of an 
eastern Nabob, and furnished anecdotes of various kinds, which clearly 
show that he missed bis mark in making a favérable impression upon 
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the plain republicans in that quarter. A gentleman and a preacher of 
high standing in one of the towne which he visited, thus wrote me, un- 
solicited, September 13th, 1823, “He complimented us, while here, 
with the epithet of being ‘down right fools,’ because we did not let 
our people go to Balls, nor lead our wives to the card-table. — 
“So light and frivolous was the President in his cotis 
duct, while with us, that wordlings, as well as christians, came to the 
conclusion that he was nothing great. I understand he dignified the 
clergy of N——with the character of being narrow-minded, bigoted 
and illiberal.” , | 

When M+. H. was on his way to the west, he came through Baltimore 
and could not get admittance into the pulpits of any of the orthodox 
clergy, but the Socinjans received him joyfully, and after their new 
church was finished invited him to be their preacher. Coming on to 
Lexington he, chamelion like, changed as frequently as he found dif- 
ferent churches or denominations, and laborea much to prove to some 
of the orthodox clergy that he agreed with them precisely. Andnosoon- 
er than he secured the Presidency in the University, he began to abuse 
them as bigotted, contracted, illiberal and stupid. We challenge any 
respectable man to deny these things and sign his name. 

Again—why does not Mr. Holley preach inthe Chapel? Wasit 
found prudent that he should cease preaching because he was too or- 
thodox,or too grossly Socinian? If he cannot preach, why are not 
some of the faculty, who are clergymen, permitted, and requested to 
preach in the chapel? The simple answer is, Mr. Holley found that 
he could not give currency to his infidel and Socinian doctrines, to a 
mixed audience in the chapel of the University—his friends, and the 
friends of the institution were fearful that if he continued to preach he 
would preach it and himself down. And, he and they, were too cautrac- 
ted, and digoted in favor of infidelity; and too much prejudiced against 
the gospel to engage a christian minister to supply his place. _If this 
is a misstatement, they can rectify it, and answer the above questions 
with the plain truth. We certainly have grounds to retort upon them 
the charge made upon us so often, of bigotry, illiberality, uncharitable- 
ness, prejudice and intolerance. Rather than let an orthodox clergy- 
man preach to the students in the chapel prepared for the purpose they 
are suffered to wander at large and spend the Sabbath religiously, ox in 
idleness, folly and vain amusements, as it may be must agreeable, O! 
Infidel Bigotry, and predjudice, boast no more of charity, and of “a lid- 
eral and exalted religion,” | . 

Let us now sum up the argument—Mr. Holley when he came tothe 
west would not espouse or declare in favor of his Socinian principles, 
knowing that he would thereby fall short of the President’s chair in the 
University—‘ Swift,’ a writer who has endeavored te support and defend 
him declares that “he asserts no peculiar doctrines; other than those of 
the orthodox clergy;” not daring to venture his defence on any other 
ground. ‘The Friend to Truth,’ predicates his whole argument in re- 
futation of the report of the Transylvania University as under Socinian 
influence, upon the fact that Socinianism is directly opposed to genuine 
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. thrissanity, anc_unfavorable to good morals. ‘Ultor,’ in support of ? 
the Zransylvania Theses disclaims every thing but orthodoxy, and isin- ( 
dignant at the charge of heresy and infidelity. The students who have ‘ 
tome forward in the defence of Mr. Holiey, deny as false, and entirely ; 
without foundation, the allegations of Socinianism and infidelity made 
againsthim. ‘Catholikos,’ a disciple of his who attempts his defence 
in the Commentator, denies the charge of Socinianism and infidelity, 
Thus it appears that all agree, even Mr. H’s friends, that if he were a 
Socinian and infidel he would be unworthy the chair which he oceupies. 
Now what is the proof that he is a Socinian and Infidel? We make use 
of both of the terms, because Socinianism is infidelity in disguise-—be- 
cause their several votaries fraternize together with little difficulty-- 
‘and because Mr. H’s principles, so far as they have been developed and 
analized, have been held both by Socinians and Infidels, and are at open 
variance with the word of God. The evidence which has now been 
stibmitted, ve think clearly preves all this, To comment on it would 
be entirely useless to the intelligent reader; The irritation and abuse 
which Mr. Holley’s friends have always manifested when allegations 
Have been made against him--his refusing to appear in a tangible form 
or to exhibit his sentiments from the Press, afford strong presumptive 
proof that he and they occupy the ground assigned them. Nothing hurts 
some kind. of people more than the truth, Were they innocent they 
would be calm and dispassionate. We recollect well how the Editor 
of the Weekly Retorder, and his correspondents enraged many in Lex- 
ington, when they told the truth in 1819. We also recollect that when 
our Saviour told the wicked Jews the truth, and shut their mouths with 
argument, they took up stones to stone him. Such a spirit and such 
kind of replies are altogether unbecoming the Sons of Science, and the 
patrons of Literature. Such ought, by sobet reason, and unexception- 
_ able testimony to repel the assaults of adversaries, or else be generous 
and magnatiimous enough to acknowledge their errors and repent A- 
busive narnes, and bold defamation may impose fora time, but “ Zruth 
18 mighty and will prevail.” To the sons of error and deception it holds 
up many sharp points, and it is their wisdom, if they did but know it, 
not to kick against them. 

We trust that énough has now been advanced to satisfy an impar- 
tial public that the ‘Citizen,’ and the Editor of the Pamphieteer, 
have asserted nothing without good vouchers; and that we are not sin- 
gular in the views given of the President of Transylvania University. 
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A REVIEW OF “ A PLAIN STATEMENT,” — 
Made and published by J. Pore Trotter, a Student of the firesent 
Senior Clasa,in the Transylvania University.—fijis 28.—Lexugton 
January, 1824, | j 
Order, and subordination are so essential in every community, and 
they are so strongly marked in all the various departments of God’s 
Universe, that we can never witness their infraction without Cisa- 
greeable feelings. Such feelings however are ficquently excited by 
the occurrences of disorder, and insubordination; both in civil and re- 
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ligious society. The peace and harmony of the domestic circle, and 
of literary instutions are also often interrupted by perverse and rebel- 
lious youth. Such cases are of all others most tobe lamented, To 
be restive under proper discipline, to throw off government, and as- 
sume the reigns at an early period, isa very hazardous undertaking, 
and is very seldom successful. Expulsion from any respectable society 
is a stigma under which few can bear up, and effectually wipe away, 
We cannot therefore, but regret, when we hear of any young gentle- 
man falling, whether justly or not, under such a sentence. We well 
know, that those who have power in high, recpectable stations, such as 
Colleges and Universities, may be so conscious of their weight, and in- 
fluence, that they may, with little regard to feelings, and consequences, 
governtyrannically. The voice, and somplaints of a single student, 
they know, will seldom be heard, or will make but a very transient im- 
pression upon the public. We have been led tothese remarks by the 
publication mentioned at the head of this article. The students of 
‘Transylvania, since Mr. Holley has been President have been of two 
sorts, as it respects religion and morality. Their opinions of Mr. Hol- 
ley have differed exceedingly. Many have complained of his course, 
and treatment, whilst others have been highly p!eased with both. None 
of the former ever proceeded farther than to remonstrate, thinking it 
better to endure his abuse, than to draw his fury, and the displeasure of 
many others, upon themselves. They knew that all their complaints, 
and statements would be met by his overwhelming charges of illiber- 
ality, of bigotry, of intolerance, and of alow, contracted mind. These 
are both his offensive ,and defensive weapons, which, according 
to account, and some specimens of his performances, are in- 
cessantly brandished. Mr. J. P. ‘Trotter was not so passive under them 
as others had been, which finally led to an open rupture, and to his ex- 
pulsion from the University. “A Plain Statement,” as he terms it, of 
this procedure, he has published, and in it gives a disclosure, which in 
other circuinstances woukl he passed over as incredible, the mere effu-. 
sion of some fiery youth who had justly fallen under the rag ot discip- 
Jine. We have no personal acquaintance with Mr. J. P, Trotter, nor 
have we received from him any communication. He is the son of Col. 
George Trotter, of Lexington, some years ago deceased, He had pro- 
gressed in his literary course, with a fair reputation till he entered the 
Senior class, last October, which is attended to by the President, in the 
Transylvania University. He was behind none of his fellow students 
in his academical asquirements, and was highly esteemed both by them 
and the Professors. Ilis religious connexions were Presbyterian, but 
he himself had made no profession of his faith, nor had he joined him- 
selfto any particular church. No doubt, he had his predilections for 
the religion of his fathers, and for that church where his pious mother 
took him, in his childhood, to worship. Tothis we may trace his dif- 
ficulties. Could he like some others, who tell us, they were raised in 
the same church, have foresworn his early religious connexion, and alf 
the salutary impressicns of maternal piety and tenderness; and jomed 
dn the laugh ratsed by a profane scoffer at the principles and manners of 
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his dear relatives and friends, he might have been basking in Presiden- 
tial favor, admired by those who now load him, or attemptto load him 
with infamy, He cannot however, without the grossest misapplication 
of terms be called, an enthusiast, a bigot.or an intolerant Sectarian. 
Although we could have wished that he had beena little more temper- 
ate, and choice in his language, yet we sball let him speak for himself, 
in the statement of his case, In the introductory part of his publication; 
He says, ) 3 

‘In October last I entered the Senior Class of Transylvania Univer- 
sity, some of the most important studies of which are pursued under 
the personal direction of the President. In a short time I became very 
much dissatisfied—because, asI conceived, the person just mentioned 
was guilty of conduct, of which one of his years ought to have been 
ashamed, and which was utte1ly unworthy a man of feeling, for it was 
diametrically opposite to all honorable principle. In the investigation 
of almost every subject within our circle of inquiry, he abandoned fair- 
ness, and liberality, and endeavored to reduce to contempt the. argu- 
ment of his opponents, by the lowest species of ridicule, and sophistry. 
Although I had firm convicton that the measures resorted to were des- 
tructive of the principle, generally, of free exercise ofopinion, yet, their 
bearing, in one particular, was unpleasant, and oppressive, in the ex- 
treme. He scarcely ever spoke in my presence, without inserting in 
his address something to degrade the fundamental doctrines of the 
Christian Church, & abusesive of its Ministry: instances of which | can, 
and will enumerate, when called upon, 1 belonged to no denomination 
of religious people; but, as far as I admitted the correctness of the prin- 
ciples of all, I was resolved to be affected by the contempt and insult 
attending their avowal—and, moreover, from the relation in which I 
stood to a class of society, I was not disposed to see all its members con- 
signed to undistinguished infamy,in the estimation of those over whom 
the President exercised unlimited influence, It is not my daily occupa- 
tion to defend, or become angry for, the creed of any set of disciples ‘on 
the earth—still, so much of Theology, and the fighting principle, do I 
possess, that the conclusions of my reason will never be surrendered at 
the onset of blackguardism; and that no designing slanderer, too cow- 
ardly to assume the responsibility of an open assault, will be permitted 
to traduce with impunity the character of those, whose virtues com- 
mand my veneraticn, Even if the President has a right to introduce, 
at all, at the recitations of his class, the sentiments of the pious inhab- 
itants of this country, the absurdity and outrage, of misrepresenting, 
and vilifying them, are irrisistibly evident. Ihad a stronger aversion 
than himself to the odious qnalities, and characters which form so con- 
spicuous and everlasting a feature of his discourse; but was unwilling 
they should be imputed to every holy man in the community—the iney - 
itable result ~ case his practices were successful. I would agree 
with him, that .. every party, there are fanatics, bigots & intolerant dog- 
matists: but that the individual, who refused to let a President furnish 
him with just such articles of belief as he might think proper, ought, on 
that account merely, to be denounced as a hyposrite and villain, I was 
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prepared most obstinately to deny. Considering the means used as a; 
mounting to a base persecution, as far, at least, as 1 was concerned, [ 


determined to withdraw from the establishment. The nature of this - 


production renders a particular detail impossible: but, should my ene- 
mies accept the invitation given at the conclusion, I think [ shall demon- 
strate the truth of my assertions beyond possibility of contradiction,” 
Being called on by the President to read a theme before the class, 
on a subject, which he deemed unsuitable and improper, he was urged 
to do it, and refused, for which a fine was imposed. In this interview, 
he communicated his intention of !eavi ing the institution, which he says 
he had a right to do at any time, during the session, he having not en- 
tered as aregular, but an irregular student. Two days after, that is, 
on the 5th of December, he conamunicated by letter to the Secretary of 
the Faculty his resolution of withdrawing. In this communication he 
stated the reasons, and indirectly charged the President with assailing 
his friends with falsehood and slander. Nocertificate of admission was 
granted, but the next day the President earnestly requested him to re- 
turn; but not complying, he was cited to appear before the Faculty or 
the 12th, to answer to the charge of neglect of duty, without any spe- 


cifications of time, place, or manner of offence. Not considering him-. 


self any longer a student under tyeir care, and perceiving, as he tho’t 
a design in the President to degrade and oppress him, he declined at- 
tendance, and any further concern with the institution, in a note written 
to the Secretary. 

Qn the 17th December the Faculty proceeded to try his case, but did 
not confine themselves tothe charge of neglect of duty, but added his 
first written communication to the Secretary as containing a libel on the 
administration of the University, noticing particularly, the words ‘slan- 
der’ and ‘falsehood.’ As yet, however, there was no charge of contu- 
macy, or contempt of authority, } in declining attendance. Buton the 
two preceeding charges, and the statement of the President. the Facul- 
ty came to the following resolution, viz, “That J. P. ‘lrotuer, be now, 
and he hereby is cutoff from all connexion with this institution, and 
that this sentence be publicly read in the chapel,” 

On the 20th, Mr. Holley and Mr. Trotter met in th: street of Lex- 
ington, and entering into conversation on the late decision of the Facul- 
ty, the latter told the former that he had been guilty of falsehood—for 
this he made afterwards the proper acknowiedgeme:, as being lan- 
guage which he ought not to have used in such circumstances. The 
Faculty meton the 22d. and without notifying Mr. Trotter, repeated 
the two former charges-—added that of contempt towards the former 
summons of the Faculty, and the late gross charge of falsehood upon 
the Prresident; and now upon these four charges, subjtituted the sen- 
tence of expulsion for excision, and forbid him to enter any of the col- 
lege buildings, or to come upon any part of tne college grounds for the 
space of one year. 

This is a brief statement of the facts and proceedings in the case, as 
related by Mr. Trotter; of which proceedings he complains, as illegal, 
unjust aud oppressive; ’and if his statements be correct his reas onings 
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and complaints, are well founded, and bear heavily onthe President and 
the Faculty. We would not rashly pronounce sentence in any case 
before the parties, on both sides, are heard, and we would not justify all 
that Mr. Tro:ter has done and published. Yet that the causes of the 
rupture which he states did exist,& that they were very grievous, & un- 
proved is substantially attested by othet students of unexceptionable 
character, and good standing: We know that the Faculties of colleges 
are not considered bound by the rlues of procedure in civil courts, yet 
in the present case we see such shifting, and increase of charges—such 
a stretch of power, and an entire neglect of all formalities of judicial 
process, that we are strongly reminded of the Inquisition, and the days 
when heretics were condemned, executed and buried, and afterwards, 
upon some newly alleged crime were dug up and condemned again, to 
be consumed by the flames. Inno other light can we consider the sen- 
tence of the Faculty on the 22d. after Mr. Trotter had been cut off from 
all connexion with the institution. It appears that personal revenge, for 
provoked insults from a minor, carried the President so far that he lost 
sight of dignity, liberality and toleration, and urged on the Faculty, as 
stated by Mr. [. to crush a young man of unsulied reputation; of no 
ordinary powers and acquirements, because he would not brook the eld 
abusive slang of infidelity and Socinianism, incessantly thrown upon his 
religious relatives & friends, We see in his publication, strong feeling, 
and exceptionable expressions, but Solomon says, “oppression will 
make even a wise man mad.” And if the statements of other students, 
which have been published in the present No, together with that made 
by Mr. Trotter, can be relied on at all, we can easily account for the 
warmth of his spirit, and the asperity of his manner. ‘To hear one’s 
religious-and dear friends traduced from day to day, by a scoffer of the 
christian doctrines and vital piety—to remonstrate and leave him; and 
still to be pursued and hunted down, are.enough to raisea tempest in 
the tamest, and rnost dispassionate soul, not favored with a large share. 


of the grace of God. Until his statement is proven false and his re- . 


marks are refuted, he must be considered the unhappy victim of infidel 
and Socimian bigotry, intolerance and fersecution; and a substantial, 
though undesigned, and unsolicited witess, in support of the allega- 
tions made against President Holley. in the Pamphieteer, if any more 
support should be called for in addition to that advanced in'the first pa- 
ges of this number. : | 
——ar= 
‘BRIEF ESSAYS ON EDUCATION, 
NO. III, 

The view which we have taken of the subjects of education will 
enable us at once to discover clearly what ought to be its objects. A 
brief statement of them shall be first given. 

1. It should be the object of education to bring all the powers of the 
complex nature of children into proper exercise and the greatest pos- 
sible perfection. | 


2 Toteach them their condition as sinners before God—the way of 
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deliverance from it, and how to secure the appropriate and compleat 
enjoyment of their oa ure, animal, intellectual and moral, in time and 
in eternity. 

3. To teach them the great end of their being, the various relations 
which they do and may sustain, and the duties which they owe to God 
and man. These objects might bedifferently arranged, or expressed; 
but it is presumed that no man of sound understanding will say that 
such are not, and ought not to he the objects of education. Drop any 
ohe of them, in whole, or in part and the education becomes imperfect, 
and not suited to the nature, and high destinies of the subjects to be 
acted on, and improved, We know that all the powers of human na- 
ture are at first weak, and many of them so latent that it requires 
years to evolve and bring them forth into action, They are ail sus- 
ceptible of very high improvement. And there area variety of ex- 
erctses, or habits of actian in which they may be brought to astonish- 
ing perfection. The great differences which exist among men in the 
various conditions arts and professions of life, are owing generally, as 
much toa difference in education as in native powers. This clearly 
points out one great object of education. Wedonotsay that it 1s the 
duty of allto give the most extensive and perf ct education to their 


children, It may be literally out of their power. But they should, 


according to their means, opportuntties, and ability, have all the pow- 
ers of their children brought mmto their most appropriate exercise, 
and to the greatest possible perfection. On this point,we presume 
there can be little diflerence of opinion. 

And there can be no dispute with respect to the second object of ed- 
ucation, mentioned, unless it be with those, that deny that children, 
when they become fit subjects of education, are sinners before God. 
We know that our views, on this point, are controverted. But we know 
also that none but atheists, omit, in a course of moral and relig:vus in- 
struction, to teach their pupils, how they may have their sins pardon- 
ed, and may procure God’s favor. Andas all children, if not at the 
commencement of their education, are, before they compleat it, sinners, 
it would certainly be a defective course, which would not include this 
subject. A well grounded assurance of peace and friendship with God 
is essential to secure the comwnpleat, and appropriate enjoy ments of the 
moral nature. If conscience, faithful, and properly enlightened, should 
ever be pouring the bitterness of guilt, and of fearful apprehensions 
into the cup of our animal and intellectual enjoyments, no part of cur 
nature is suitably gratilied and made happy, Children, we have seen, 
are not merely creatures of time—they are moving on to eternity—a 
state of rewards and punishment. Their education therefore slouid 
keep this everin view. ‘They should be educated for eternity—-for 
the enjoyments and employments of the Paradise of God, His throne 
should be the goal ,g- the rown of righteousness, which he holds out, the 
high premium of the student through bis whole course. Is there any 
eoul so groveling, any teacher of youth, or professed patron of educa- 
tion, so sunk in earth, and hacknied ip sin, us to say, that this isan ab- 
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ject too high and hallowed—or too illiberal and contracted to bé ad- 
mitted, and pursued in an American institution of learning? Yes, rea- 
der, there are such souls, such professed patronsof education. The 
Pamphieteer is at issue with them. To educate for time—for playing 
some part merely on the Theatre of this world for the sake of lucre, or 
empty titles, and transient applause, is the main, and with many the 
exclusive object. And on this ground, those engaged in education 
devide and take different, and opposing attitudes. One party wish 
to perfect the entire nature of youth—to effect their salvation both 
from sin and wrath, and to teach them how to secure their appropri- 
ateand compleat enjoyments in time, and particularly in eternity. 
They would teach them languages, arts and sciences—they would aid 
and encourage them “ to play among the spheres”—and “ hover o’er 
the Sun;” but not to stopthere. To the third heavens—to the throne 
ef God and the Lamb, they would urge them on, as their proper desti- 
‘py and eternal home. The other party cry ‘“stop—not so lofty. The 
nature of youth is not formed for such ‘high emprise’—confine it to the 
lower spheres—to the earth, to the objects of time and sense. All be- 
yond is superstition, fanaticism, revery. Parents may amuse their chil- 
dren at home with such themes—their Pastor may, according to his 
profession, attempt to cherish their prety, with rhapsodies on those 
ethereal regions, but they are altogether unsuitable and not to be tol- 
erated in a literary institution.” Now I ask you reader, which of these 
parties in education are correctly termed rational, liberal agd exfcn- 
sive; and which irrational, contracted and groveling? Which of their 
institutions have the most noble and praiseworthy objects? From 
the one we behold the ardent and aspiring youth rising in a 
splendid balloon, piercing the clouds, where cold storms toss and drive 
him in wild career, until precipitated, with awful horror, into the arms 
ofdeath. From the other we behold the youth equally ardent & as- 
piring rising in the chariot of Elijah, borne on by the horses of fire till 
they pass the threshhold of the skies, and sweep on to the goal, where 
hangs the Crown of life. 

The prince of darkness and infamy has prodigious intelect, & from 
the history of colleges he has been a faithful attendant from their first 
institution—his literary acquisitions must far surpass any of the Liter- 
ati of this world, and yet the wrath of the Almighty is his eternal por- 
tron. Let none therefore boast of that learning, and glory in those pow- 
ers of intellect, which are not accompanied by the pure & undefiled re- 
ligion, which assimilates the soul to God and prepares forthe employ- 
ments and joys of heaven. The simple untutored cottage maid who has 
learned to read, to understand & practice the great truths of christian- 


ity will have an eternity infinitely more happy & glorious than the most eru- 
dite Philosopher, destitute of her attainments, She, 


‘Just knows, and knows no more, her Bible true 

A truth the brilliant Freachman® never knew, 

And in that charter reads with sparkling eyes, | 
Her title toa treasure in the skies.” *Voltair. 
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